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Editorial Comment
Recent years have seen increasing public attention focused on
disputes within the Church involving bishops, priests, religious, and
laity. The existence of conflict within organizational structures is not
limited to the Church but is a general phenomenon of our times, as witnessed by the sometimes violent confrontations in our municipalities and
universities.
Serious concern had been evidenced in the Church over the absence
of any established machinery through which these disputes could be
mediated with proper regard for the fundamental rights of all parties.
The National Federation of Priests Councils had called for such machinery to be established. The National Conference of Catholic Bishops
itself had stated publicly that it would welcome specific proposals.
Endeavoring to respond to this need, the Canon Law Society of
America established a select committee of canon and civil lawyers and
theologians to study the problem and make recommendations. The
Committee reported its findings to the annual meeting of the Society in
Cleveland, where the report was unanimously endorsed.
The Committee on Canonical Affairs of the National Conference of
Catholic Bishops presented the report to the Bishops' Meeting where it
received endorsement without dissent. The Conference recommended the
establishment of the appropriate machinery in the individual dioceses
of the country.
The procedures for mediation and arbitration are not a radical
departure but a development of present ecclesiastical law which recommends conciliation (Canon 1925) and allows arbitration (Canon
1929). Also worthy of note in the report is the recommendation that
the Bishops establish a panel of theologians to advise in theological disputes. As a means of lessening possible areas of conflict the report
speaks strongly of the need of structuring administrative discretion.
The acceptance of the principles embodied in this report, which
is published in this issue, will contribute to a lessening of conflicts in
the Church and thus facilitate the accomplishment of the mission of the
Church by helping create that atmosphere of peace in which the Spirit
can work.
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